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Box No. I Basis of the opinion 

1 . With regard to tiie language, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 
H the international application in the language in which it was filed 

□ a translation of the intemaliona) ^ication into , which is the language of a translation furnished for the 
purposes of internationBl search (FUjIes 12.3(a) and 23.1 (b)}. 

2. vm regard to any nucleotide andybr amino acid sequence disclosed In the international appllc^ion and 
necessary to the clalnfied Invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 

a. type of material: 

□ a sequ^ce listing 

□ table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material: 

□ on paper 

□ in electronic form 

c. time of filing/furnishing: 

□ contained in the international application as filed. 

□ filed tog^er wKh the international appTication in electronic torn, 
a furnished subsequenfly to this Authority for the purposes of sewch. 

3. □ In addittan, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and/or table relating ttiereto 

has been filed or furnished, the required statements that the infomiation in the subsequent or additional 
copies is identical to that in the applicafion as filed or does not go beyond the application as filed, as 
appropriate, were furnished. 

4. Additional comments: 



Box No. II Priority 

1 . S The validity of the priority claim has not been considered because the International Searching Authority 

does not have in its possession a copy of Bie earlier appfication whose priority has been claimed or, where 
required, a translation of that earlier application. This opinion has neverlhetess been established on the 
assumption that the relevant date (Rules 43f»s.l and 64.1) is the claimed prkirtty date. 

2. □ This opinion has been established as if no priority had been claimed due to the fact that the priority claim 

has been found invalid (Rules 436fe.1 and 64.1 ). Thus for the purposes of this opinion, the international 
filing date indicated above is considered to be the relevant date. 

3. Additional observations, if necessary: 
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Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43Ms.1(aMI) wfth regaid to novelty, Inventive step or 
induaWal appijcdMHty; cM^ns and e]q>lanatlon3 supporttng sucti staament 

1. Statement 

Novelty (N) Yes; Claims 4-13,16-20 

No: Claims 1-3,14-15 

Inventive step (IS) Yes: Claims 

No: Claims 1-20 

IndusblalapplicabiltyOA) Yes: Claims 1-20 

No: Claims 



2. CHaUons and explanations 
see separate shoot 



Box Wo. VI Certain documents caed 

1. Certain pubfished documents (Rules 43Ai5.i and 70.10) 
and /or 

2. Non written disclosures (Rules ASOsA and 70.9) 
see fom 210 
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Re Item V. 

1 Reference is made to the following documents: 

D2 ; US 2004/06471 4 A1 (CARR JEFFREY DOUGLAS [US]) 1 April 2004 (2004-04- 
01) 

D3 : US 2002/146237 A1 (SAFADI REEM [US]) 10 October 2002 (2002-10-1 0) 
D4 : WO 01/74003 A (SONY ELECTRONICS INC [US]) 4 October 2001 (2001 -1 0- 
04) 

D5 : US 2005/005287 A1 (CLAUSSEN PAUL J [US]) 6 January 2005 (2005-01 -06) 
D8 : SCTE: TOD Copy Protection System" SCTE SOCIETY OF CABLE 

TELECOMMUNICATIONS ENGINEERS, [Online] 31 December 2004 (2004-12- 
31), pages 1-68, XP002414048 Retrieved from the Internet: 
URL:http://Www.scte.org/documents/pdf/ANSI SCTE412004.pdf>; [retrieved on 
2006-01-08] 



2 NOVELTY 

2.1 Tine present application does not meet the criteria of Article 33(1 ) PCT, because the 
subject-matter of dalm 1 1s not new in the sense of Article 33(2) PCT. 

2.1.1 Document D4 disclose: a home network system where each device is cap^le of 
decrypting either direct broadcast with conditional access, or content with copy protection 
retrieved in the storage of another device of the home rvetwork (see passages cited in the 
search report). 

2.1.2 POD is the normalized implementation choice for conditional access module in a 
receiver or a display in the United States so that it cannot be considered as a differential 
feature to restore novelty. Therefore the subject-matter of claim 1 is not new in the sense of 
Article 33(2) PCT. 

2.2 The same applies mutatis mutandis for the other independent claim 14. 

2.3 The additional features of dependent claims 2, 3 and 15 are implementation choices 
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known in the art, and the subject matter of those claims is also not novel. 

2.1 .5 However the SIM and the frequency modulation techniques into the home networl< of 
the present application are specific to the Scientific Atlanta system, and the subject matter of 
claims 4-13 and 16-20 is therefore novel against D3. 

2.2 The same e^^plles on the basis of documents D2 or D3. 



3. INVENTIVE STEP 

3.1 The present application does not meet the criteria of Article 33(1) PCT, because the 
subjert-matter of daim 1 does not involve an inventive step in the sense of Article 33(3) PCT. 

3.1 .1 Document D5, which is considered to be the most relevant state of the art discloses 
a precedent home networi< system of the applicant with home devices having storage 
capabilities, SIM for distribution and isolation, and request mechanisms between devices. Two 
encryption techniques coexist. 

3.1 .2 The difference between the system of D5 and the present application is that there is no 
reference to a POD in the 05 document. 

3.1.3 The problem to be solved by the present invention may therefore be regarded as how 
to implement the two encryption techniques for each device. 

3.1.4 In view of D8 the solution proposed in claim 1 of the present application cannot be 
conadered as involving an inventive step (Article 33(3) PCT) for the following reasons: 

D8 discloses a specification of a POD module having not only conditional access 
capabilities, but also copy protection capabilities, thus dealing with two encr^^tlon 
techniques into the same module. This specification and AMS Cablecards were 
known prior to filing of the present application. 

3.1 .5 Therefore the features disclosed in D5 and D8 would be combined by the skilled 
peraon, without exerdse of any inventive skills in order to solve the problem posed. The 
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proposed solution in independent claim 1 thus cannot be considered inventive (Article 33{3) 
PCT). 

3.2 The same applies to the other independent system clidm 14. 

3.3. D5 being a preceding patent document of the applicant of the same system, it disdoses 
all the specific features of the home network which for the additional features of the dependent 
claims 2 to 13 and 15 to 20. Dependent claims 2-13, 15-20 do not contain any features 
which, in combination with the features of any claim to which they refer, meet the 
requirements of the PCT in respect of novefty and/or inventive step (Article 33(2) and (3) 
PCT). 

F.Bertrand 
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